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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: the applicability of the Ishibashi reference with repect to applicant's 
claims regarding the analysis of reproduced analog waveforms was discussed. Agreement was not reached with 
repect to this limitation as the examiner's interpretation (where the specification indicates that a digital data stream 
formed from the analog waveform exemplified by the waveform of figure 5B is analyzed) and applicant's 
representative's interpretation of this limitation (where the analog waveform of figure 5B is analyzed) differed. Further, 
the rejections under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as found in the final action mailed 06 l\/larch 2007, were discussed 
in order to aid applicant's reprsentative in overcoming them in response to this action. 



